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REMARKS, &c. 


IME London Corresponding Society 
have published An Explicit Decla- 
ration of their Principles and Views, by 


Way of Appeal to a Public deluded by their 


Calumniators. Hence it may be fairly 
supposed, that this Paper is intended to 
express the Sentiments of those honest 
and moderate Members who have in 


view none but fair and honourable ob- 


jects. The Writer of it has endeavour- 
ed to reconcile, to Heir satisfaction and 
that of the world, their Principles with 

i B those 


„ 
those of the Britich Constitution. It 
may be well, therefore, to examine this 
Political Creed, the first article of which 
sets forth their firm attachment to the 
Principles of Equality, accurately defined 


and properly understood, and then proceeds 
to define gocial Equality. 


It is * that they did not ad- 
vert to the difference between Equality 
in its general sense, and the particular 
distinction of it, by the epithet social. 
The former, in contradistinction to the 
latter, can only exist between the poli- 
tical aggregations of Men: these are said 
to be equal; and yet experience shews, 
that among Nations, however equal in 
right, the strongest gives the Law: and 
it would probably be found, if two men 
of full age were placed, by way of expe- 


riment, 
1 


a. 
riment, on a desert island, so as to realize 
(in some measure) the idea of what is 
called a state of Nature, that the stronger 
would compel the weaker to obey him ; 
and thus in Mis state of Nature, that 
which Theorists call natural Equality, 
would be reduced (in practice) to the 
| relation of Tyrant and Slave. Luckily 
4 that same state of Nature is not the na- 
4 tural state of Man. He is a social ani- 
mal. His rights, therefore, and his du- 
ties, are s5ocral, Consequently, to talk of 
his natural rights, in contradistinction to 
the 59czal, seems about as proper as to 
talk of his angelic rights, or his bestial 
rights, or of any thing else as his, which 
does not and cannot belong to him. And 
let it not be supposed that the common 
expressions (such for instance as the 
natural rights and duties of Parent and 
B 2 Child) 
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Child) apply to the distinction here 
mentioned. Those also are social rights 


what are called The Rights of Man, or 
Perfect Equality, that they imply com- 
mand and support on the one side; gra- 
titude and obedience on the other. Nay, 

it is from this special relation, and the 
long period through which it continues 
to exist, that man is not only, like other 
gregarious animals, naturally a social 
Creature, but he is so necessarily. And let 
it be further observed, for the considera- 
tion of those who amuse themselves and 
their neighbours by the discussion of 
political theories, that no creature can 
have rights inconsistent with its own 
nature. 


Man, therefore, being a social Crea- 


ture, can have no rights inconsistent with 
| the 


and duties; and so far are they from 
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the social state. And if any such be at- 
tributed to him, the conclusions drawn 
from them, by sound logical deduction, 
must go to the subversion of civil society. 
So, on the other hand, when a proposi- 
tion is stated which militates against the 
existence of society, it is evident that 
such proposition cannot be true. And 
therefore, if it be in the nature of a de- 
duction by just reasoning from supposed 
premises, it will follow that the pre- 
mises must be false. 


To return then to the Creed: this gocial 
Equality is said to consist, 18t, in the 
acknowledgment of equal! Rights. Hence 


it would appear that gacial Equality and 
equal Rights are distinct matters, for 
surely a thing cannot consist in the ac- . 
knowledgment of its own existence. It 

1 would 


GL w } 
would indeed be a strange answer, if a 
Child should ask what is a Lion, to tell 
him it is the acknowledgment of a Lion. 


As far as one not initiated may venture 


to judge, the import of the term equal 
Rights would seem to be, that every one 
should have the same rights with every 
other: or that no one should have more 
or greater rights than his fellow- citizens. 


Taking this as the interpretation, it will 


be proper in the next place to enquire 
what is meant by the term Acknowledge- 
ment. And this, it is presumed, is taken 
from the phraseology of Disputants, and 
means the admission or confession of the 
adverse Party, founded on conviction. 
Now that Party, being in the present case 


the Government, and those who adhere 


to it, this first branch of the definition of 
ſocia Equality amounts to a declaration, 
on 


( mn } 


on the part of the Corresponding Society, 


to the following effect: There is an 
„end of that social Equality to which 
« we are firmly attached, unless it be 


admitted as a maxim, that 20 one 


« Member of the Community has a greater 
« right, or a greater number of rights, than 
„ any other Member.“ 


Social Equality is said to consist, se- 
condly, in equal Laws for the Security of 
those Rights. Now, the first question which 
occurs for consideration, is, what must be 
understood by the term equal Laws ? 
Taken as a figure of rhetoric, it might 
mean equitable Laws, or Laws equitably 
administered, or both. But in the pre- 
sent case it must mean something else, or 
something more, since it forms a part of 
the definition of Equality, and is to be 

the 
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the security of equal Rights; for equitable 
Laws, equitably administered, do propor- 
tion penalties, damages, and the like (as 
far as may be), to the ranks and situa- 
tions of Men, as well as to the circum- 
stances attending their actions, and the 
resulting degrees of criminality. Now 
this proportion is the direct opposite to 
Equality. Proceeding on principles to- 
tally different, and founded on a supposed 
inequality of rights and ranks, it gives to 
one man greater damages than to another 
for the same injury, and inflicts heavier 
fines on different penalties for the same 
offence. All which, however equitable, 
is by no means equal: and Laws which 
operate these effects, though they may be 
just Laws, certainly are not equal Laws. 
This term, equal Laws, Seems rather to 


relate to a position in one of those Bills 
| of 
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[ 23 ] | 
of Rights which have lately sprouted up 
in different parts of the world, to the 
great annoyance of His Majesty's liege 
Subjects. But here it is proper to pause 
and explain. 1 


There is an Instrument, commonly 
called the Bill of Rights, which contains 
a Declaration of some of the Rights of 
Englishmen. This is a Piece of great 


value. It was drawn up with much wis- 


dom and discretion, and may be consi- 
dered as a solemn Legislative Exposition, 
50 far as it goes, of the British Constitu- 
tion; setting forth sundry advantages 
to which the People are entitled by that 
Constitution, and which, of course, form 


their Rights the Rights of Englishmen. 


And although it be a dangerous thing to 
lay down general Propositions, and there- 
fore unwise to do so when no occasion 

0 calls 
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calls for it, yet considering how prone 
Men are to abuse Power, it might be well, 
perhaps, that in every free Government, 
some clear statement were made, by pub- 
lic Authority, of the principal Privileges 
to which its Citizens are entitled. The 
World might thereby become acquainted 
with the Rights of Swiss Men, of Dutch- 
men, of American Men, and of French- 
men, as well as of Englishmen. And 
Citizens of the World, in their journey 
through life, might put up at the Inn 
where the entertainment was most agree- 
able to them. But this is very different 
from those fantastic productions, each of 
which has been pompously. proclaimed as 
the only solid foundation for all Govern- 
ment: each purporting to be a Declara- 
tion of: the natural, indefeasible, impre- 


scriptible, &c. &c. &c. Rights of Man, 
to doubt of which is a political heresy. 


It 


: (is ! 
It has happened with respe& to these 
things, as it usually does in such cases, 
that they differ considerably from each 
other; and of course it is evident, at the 
first blush, that they cannot all be true. 
And, indeed, it was a strange thing to 
see the modern State Conventions, like 
the ancient Church Councils, in violent 
dispute about what other People ü 
be bound to believe. 


It is declared in one of those same Bills 
of Rights, (a French one, consequently 
one of the best authority, being a late 
Edition) that Men are equal in the pre- 
sence of the Law, whether it protects or 
whether it punishes: it may therefore be 
fairly supposed, that by the term equal 
Laws, in the Creed, is meant Laws 
which, without respect to persons, ope- 
rate alike upon all, and in whose pre- 
C 2 _ $ence 
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sence all are equal, whether the question 


relate to Punishment or to Protection; 


consequently, the same fine for the same 
offence to be laid on the Duke and on the 
Duke's Footman---a pleasant thing for 


the Duke ! and if the Nuptial Couch of 


each should have been sullied, then each 
to receive the same Compensation-a 
good thing for the Footman! These, it 
is to be presumed, are the equal Laws 
fitted to the Preservation of those equal 
Rights which are in the contemplation of 
the Society. Indeed, such equal Rights 
being ackno wiedged, these equal Laws must 
naturally result from them. 


The third, and last part of the defi- 
nition of social Equality, is ** equal and 
% u] Representation, by which alone 
& the invasion of those Laws, the equal 
& Laws, can be prevented.” Thus then 


theTrinitariandefinition of social Equality 
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is completed, by, ist, an acknowledgment 
of equal Rights; 2dly, equal Laws to 
protect those equal Rights; and, 3dly, 
equal Representation to protect those 
equal Laws; and it is in this last that 
we find the damning clause of the Creed; 
for it declares, that by equal and actual 
Representation alone, &c. &c. just like St. 
Athanasius's, whoso doth not believe, 
&c. The Indian, more modest, tells 
you, the sky rests on the earth, the earth 
on an elephant, the elephant on a tor- 


toise, and then leaves you at liberty to 


believe in his System, or in that of NRW- 
TON, though he thinks it somewhat ab- 
surd, that you should prefer the prin- 
ciples of attraction to his elephant and 
his tortoise. 


Immediately after their definition, the 
Society go on to declare, that in their 
| ideas 


1 
ideas of Equality, they never included 
the Equalization of Property, or the in- 
vasion of personal Rights and Possessions. 
And this Declaration is made with such 
warmth of expression, that it would be 
unfair not to believe it. 


' | Wes | 

The Second Article of the Creed, 
somewhat in the manner of PorE's fa- 
mous couplet: 


« For Forms of Government let Fools contest; 
& Whate'er is best administer'd, is best ;” 


says, that to dispute about forms and 


modifications of Government, marks 


%, weak mind, which, in pursuit of 


shadows, forgets the substance; and 


& it declares, that the objects to which 
© the Society directs its attention, are 
* the peace, social order, and happiness 
* of mankind, all of which may be 5ufji- 
& cently 5ecured by the genuine epirit of the 
1% Britich Constitution.“ Now then let 

: hs 


( 19 ] 
the different parts of their Declaration 
be compared together. [APP 


| Upon examining the definition of 
Equality, it appears primarily to consist 
in the admission as a principle, that no 
one Member of the Community has a 
greater right, or a greater number of 
rights, than any other_Member but it 
is said, nevertheless, that the invasion of 
personal Rights is not included in that 
idea. How can this be, if by personal 
Rights be meant a right of any person or 
persons which all others have not in 
common with him or them, and which 
does not therefore form a part of the 
common Rights? Nay, how can this be, 


if it be only admitted in general, that all 


have egua! Rights? If John and Tom 
have equal Rights, then every thing 


which Tom possesses more than John, 
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is not by right but by wrong. And con- 
sequently, whenever it is established that 
their Rights are equal, all Tom's pre- 
tensions fall to the ground: and it must 
appear that what he calls his personal 
Rights, are a mere Usurpa:ion. His Grace 
the Duke of NoRFOLk is Hereditary Earl 


Marshal, and the first Duke in England, 


a Member of the Legislative Senate, and 
Supreme Court of Appeals, in what is 
called his own r:ight,. and these his per- 
sonal Rights will descend to his Heirs, if 
no Revolution be effected. 


The Corresponding Society declare, 
that it is not their intention to invade his 
or any other man's personal Rights; but, 
having previously established in their 
Creed, that none such can exist, it fol- 
lows that they are not invaded, but merely 
annihilated. And so indeed are the Rights 

of 
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of the whole House of Peers, as well as 


some others which it is not proper to 
mention. 


Again, it is said, that the invasion of 
those equal Laws which secure those 
equal Rights, can alone be prevented by 
equal and actual Representation; and yet it 
is said, that the essential objects to which 
the Society have always directed their at- 
tention, can be sufficiently secured by the 
genuine spirit of the British Constitution. 
Hence it follows, that the genuine spirit 
of the British Constitution consists in 
equal and actual Representation. Let 
this be compared with the present state 
of things, and, putting aside the case of 
Boroughs (which, be they what else they 
may, are certainly to be noticed as pos- 
sessions), this at least will be admitted, 
that in the choice of County Members, 


D | where 
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where each sends two, the Frecholders of 
a small County have, as such, a greater 
individual share of the Legislative Au- 
thority than those of a large County. It 
is true, that by proportioning the num- 
ber of Representatives to the number of 
Inhabitants, all would be put upon a 
footing of Equality; but surely this could 


not be done without an invasion of per- 


gonal Possessions. The great complaint of 
the Corresponding Society is, that a small 
part of the Nation possesses a power to 
legislate for the whole, and their great 
object is to abolish this, which they con- 
sider as an abuse, and to introduce as of 
right, Universal Suffrage, under the name 
of equal and actual Representation. But 
yet, say they, we do not mean to invade 
personal Possessions. We will take away 
from the few the power they possess, and 
divide it among the whole Community; 

. but 
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but God forbid that we should invade any 
man's Possessions. What would be thought 
of a civil Murderer, who should tell you, 
don't be alarmed, 1 have no intention to take 
away your life, but only to kill you? or of 
a gentle Robber, who should say, less 
me, why 50 much apprehension, I don't mean 
to deprive you of your Property, but only 10 
are? The Corresponding Society did 
not mean any of these contradictions, 
but the misfortune 1s, that these, and 
many more, must arise from attempting 
to conform the Principles of any Go- 
vernment, however free, to the old ex- 
ploded System (now newly vamped up) 
of the Rights of Man. That is to say, 
from attempting to erect any social Fa- 
bric on the foundation of Principles evi- 
dently unsocial. And let it not thence 
be concluded, that the Members of this 
Society are Sons of Sedition, The 


chance 
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chance is, that very few of them are so; 
nay, that the Marazs and Robespierres, the 
Borgias and Catilmes among them, are, 
as yet, good, honest Men, and justly of- 
fended that such appellations should be 
applied to them; for it is only by de- 
grees that they will be led to crimes at 
which they now shudder. True it is, 
that the existence of that Society is per- 
nicious; but yet their intentions are pro- 
bably innocent. It is to be wished, how- 
ever, that they would reflect seriously on 
what they are about. In the fervour of 
their zeal for Liberty, they may (like the 
Jews of old), crucify the God they adore. 
And if so, the mild spirit of expiring 
F reedom will exclaim, though in agony, 
«© Pity them, Lord, tor 5 not 
what N * 
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